Skipping to the more imuediete, to tfhattuck auc. otters: 

Until Maryland passed its dubious and deceptive gun law I wiLd uaB: sefely ,r:ly 
bv carrying a sun. The State Police axcually tola a© to when 1 r_pcrtee &>.+c£s •'* 

5 loose la violation of local oroiaaocoo. Vfclou. does, the m** V*Om 

01 lav; i I applied for a psn4t. I do 4<a01f!r. B*t Hut th, PEIS 

files arc -oonBoltaa." Ibaro is not onij a couplets rsStine of the qu^lflesticns but ora 
is also nothing in «y record that suyo I should not get a permit. f I asLea foi i- to 
carry money I'd get it. I was turned down, “o hearing. - appealed ana got a ru •'£-*. p 
relation ^o du£ urocess, not even the, pretense. I thei. asken ACLb help. They reused 
because they are against guns. They car. t be more against the* than las. ® ut ^^ 
don't like guns they have no interest in such arcane natters as due process. And the., ha e 
also become part .f a cruel hoar, that the gun law moans anything. T 

I saw Shattuck last i%y. In earlier correspondence he had hot been encouraging. I 
dropped into his office early one morning, before he got there, ^anc h. saw me. •“ f 

of the meeting he was encouraging and somewhat excited. Ad I tddJlg 

and told Wulff that ho ban asked me to write a xong memo on what 1 a^kod of ttem, taking 
the case of which you know, of federal intrusion into uy rlgfa.s. And 1 had cpelle «- 
that it hold the possibility of taking ViG-related depositions. When i say spelled out I 

mean completely enough, with names and dates. , . . . T = 

bone thing happened between that meeting and his response to the long 1-tte. I wrote 

as soon as I got hone. He then complained that it was long and sain no. 
take cases ULke ^oorge Mc^iJ-lan 1 s? 

My i om - history tells me that when anyone connected with th* ACLU leaderships sees 
me nf/or if ho doSn't know of me learns, the collective conscience is offended enc. in 
order fo- then to justify themselves, I have to be villainous. . 

To out this another way, where I am concerned, there is little prospect they 
toythiL; Their helpl could use. There is a clear history of polite and proper appr^ches 
Overworking withihem. The alternative to the method I have used is doing nothing 
STlSSraJ, I o£e the rough effort, not expecting anything and with nothing to lose if 

it does not work. , 

and with the advantage of leaving a record when it aoesn *• 

Maybe, some day, one of them will be emb n rrassed enough* 

Minor aspect: 

I knew A1 Wirin in the mid 30s. He was then with the NLRB and worked as an investi- 
gator for the coaittoc for which I worked. He got a little activist when he was investt- 
gating iiCA for us. “e was part of the investigation, e is the one who went to their offices. 
He leaked some of what he got for tip Senate to Jim Carey of tne union, o got^in trou 
for it. I don't recall how but I was of minor help to him. ihe fact, regard. .esc oi 

in tliat we were friendly and did know each other. 

Afte- he retired I wrote him asking if he would undertake to try to eet mo .some money 
owed me in Loo Angeles. *e hasn't had the simple decency to respond. Ana tie can t live in 
Los Angeles and not have heard of the work 1 have been doing, my appearances there have 
been that numerous on radio and TV. 

In Buauary, I know an ACLU that is not consistent with its public image. 



Dear Jim, Re ACLU 3/26/74 

It had been py intention to give you on explanation of the pointed letters I have 
written ACLU people before getting into anything after yesterday's nail* Interruptions 
prevented it# I do not now have time for a full explanation but in the time before I 
awaken nil, a partial explanation# 

It is not merely that I ro event the role in which «*• have been oast, Lor, personal as 
it may se^iia, is it really personal. 

Their alienee in and after Dallas is 3* inn a topic sentence# 

I had de al i ng s with tho ACLU beginning in the Diddle 30s# They did some good work 
then# This good work was then and too often since has boon a mask for not good, inclduing 
some very an tl~de oooratl c things# Thr top hierarchy lias been Establishm^ntarian, in its 
c eo3 apodal way# 

Back in tho 30o it was part of the red hunt, not leading the fight against it. Even 
if on** assumes that red hunting was a proper endeavor what the ACLU did was very wrong he 
because , as always hap.ona, most viotiaa ere not red# Bow- Yur, 1 considered and consider 
it wrong under any circumstances# I then worked with two Members of the board who fought 
a losing fight against what amounted to the A(JLU f s support of the Dies coinnit tec# That 
business got so bad, so vicious, that one of these men, & very able ana exceedingly 
effective lawyer, was disbarred# 

Tho nan with whom I was involved in the fight with Dies, a fight Dies picked, not I, 
had been an ACLUer and was so close to its top leadership that on their vacations together 
Roger Baldwin did what even today would be regarded as unaeenly, displayed himself to this 
friend's wife# I was writing a book on Dies and that wan toy crime# When a law was actually 
passed to got this friend and me, tho ACLU was silent# When wo at worst were doing no more 
than exercising first-amendment rights and were liailed before a grand Jury for it, there 
was no aCL t J lawyer who would represent us# In fact, we had a helluva job getting a lawyer, 
even though my friend could pay# 

He Macs one of tfc: pre-eminemt^dteiters of that day, Gardner "flat" Jackson, then 
lobbyist for Labor' cJ*on-Partisan League, earlier public relations director of the Sacco- 
Vanzetti committee. tlien knew >'rankfurther# I met frankfurter and others through him# 
Including quite a list of the prominent lawyers of that day, a number later federal judges, 
3ome still ypominent in law schools# One was ^ean Ache son. The first pales we vent for a 
lawyer was Acheaon'a law firm. Drew fear son finally got his firm, tinxx senior partner 
named Roberto, to represent us. Kdgar Turlington, a fine conservative gentleraan, did tlie 
work# He was with me at one of tho series of Dies executive soasion e before which 1 was. 

It is he who oame when the FBI locked me in its offices in an effort to get me to sign a 
false, incriminating statement# (That was the beginning of my education in osying "no" 
and not c hang i n g! ) When the overt Dies attack on us was bracketed with blackmailing the 
Jo Attorney by holding up his appointii.-nt to a federal judgeship (Dave Pine) and came upon 
some speeches on the floor of Congress and the ACLU divorced iteelf and I v/as relatively 
young, I saw a different face than the ACtU presents in public# 

Skipping to the summer of 1966, 1 took David Isbell, of the Coving/J^©SS^irn>- 
again Acheson's , to the Archives several tines. With what I had by then loomed of the 
Laprudor film, it shook h i m # I asked for ACLU representation in seeking suppressed evidence 
withheld from ne# FOI hud boon passed. I wao told to write lonroe Freencn a letter. To date 
there had been no response. What Isbell then did reflects the impression he took from the 
Archives and my works he sent rae to another xxCLU lawyer mimed Rockefeller, on 19th St#, 

I thinK perhaps the Associations Bldg#, he would know mo enn peprecent me if and vixen the 
Peebles cane after me! Paranoid they could be, principled they were not# 

In my view all tho history of the FOI law would iiave been different if it had been 
tested before Dixon started reordering the courts. I hold the ACLU responsible# ±t copped out. 

You know that Bud naue an effort with ne, aa I recall at least twice with him and 
ipoiser. Once he took us to lunch at Chez Francois# Bud correctly anticipated that they 
would not toiler any principled case that dealt with aseasaij nations. They arc ana were hungup 
on tills. I am sure this is the reason they would not touch FOI cases for me. 



